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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissicner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast televisien, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The digital televisicn transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its alhes to hinder the transiticn
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate | can
recard TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email ¢lip of my
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV pregram onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy

if the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compeliing reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag

Sincerely,
Scott Faulkner

6523 21st Ave NE, #3
Seattle, WA 98115
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Qctober 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Streat, NW

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Capps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technalogy tor digital television As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumar rights, end the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consutmer electronics must be rootéd In menufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to vato features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will resuit In products that don't necesaarlly refiect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment Ih DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Robert Flelschar
119 Nashua Rd
Groton, MA 01450
USA
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October 16, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1 would llke to Inform you of my strang eppashtion to a FCC-mandated or sanctionad practice of Broadeast Flag technology
tor digital televislon | strongly bellave that this policy ls certaln to be detrimental for tachnologlcal Innovation, cansumer
rights and edoptien of dighal television

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlats
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what conaumers like me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investmént In DTV-capable recalvers

and other equipment | will hat pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate
troadcast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Davld Klelner

505 Central Ave #G
Maountaln View, CA 54043
USA
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October 16, 2003

Commiseioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communieations Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Coppe,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a corsumer
and citizen, | feel strongly that meh a pelioy would be bad for inmovation, consumer fights, and the uitimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT Veteception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necespasily reflect what consumers like me sctually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC isues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV.capable receivers and other
equipment T will not pay more for devices that limit my eights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mendate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jordin Kare

908 15th Ave East
Seattle, WA 98112
USA
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October 16, 2003

Commiseioner Michael ] Copps
Federal Communications Commigsion
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufactirers' ability to innovate for their oustomers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopirts what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily refiset what consumers like me aotually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment inn DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that Jimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Wesley Carr

22 Hazard Ave
Providence, R1 02906
Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wrnting to voice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal
telew:sion. As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competnve market for consumer electronics must be rooted :n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wll result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could zesult in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to make an investment . DTV-capable
ceceivers and other equipment. [ will not pay moze for devices that lumut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

Nathan Schubert

RR 2 Box 343C
Millerstown, PA 17062
USA
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Oc¢tober 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Commuhlcations Commiaslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volce my apposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadeast flag" technology for digital television As 8
consumer and cltizen, | feal strongly that such o pelley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, ard the ultimate
adoption of OTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innavate fer thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTVereception equipment will anable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This witl result it products that don't necessariy reflect what consumars like me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money for Inferior functionelity

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be loss llkely to make an [nvestment In DTV-capable recalvers
and other squipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digtal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Joseph Gallo

3985 Murry Highlands Clr
Murryaville, #A 156868
usa
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Cetober 47, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12tn Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michaei Copps,

| am writing to valce my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast fiag” technology for digital talavision As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovetion, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaptian of OTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technoalogists
what new products they can craate This will result In products thet don't necessarlly reflest what consumers |lke me
actuaily want, and It could result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually ba less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capable raceivars
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Matt Maurano

840 Windsor Drive
Menlo Park, CA 94025
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisalon
445 12th Street, NW

Wasghington, B C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to valce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” techrology for dighal tefevision As a
consumer and ctizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumar rights, and the ultimete
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rocted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allewing movie studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they ¢an create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged mare money for Inferior functionalfty

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an [nvestmant In DTV-capabie receivers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do hot mandete
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sineerely,

Kevin Ruse

251 Mercer Street Room 311
New York, NY 10012

Usa
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppe
Federal Communications Commisgiott
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As 2 consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righte, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronices must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new prodncts they can
create This will result in products that den't necemsarily reflect what conmmers like me actually want, and it could regult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctually be less likely to make en itivastment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my righte at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Erik Dykema

612 Went 115th 8T
New York, NY 10025
usa
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely concerned that
a broadeast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpese DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I ean be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's foatball game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this contro] and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Garritano

Greenfield, IN 46140
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer preducts, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn’'t mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolutien displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

if the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electromcs and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

sincerely,
Barry Mitchell

620 W Morningside Ct
Saukville, Wl 53080
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

V1A FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content — I can modify, create, and
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice 1t into a home
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that I enjoy.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable,
flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Kevin Dixon

8155 Hazelwood Dr.
Findlay, OH 45840
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Cetober 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael o Copps
Federa! Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag" technolagy for dightal talevisien As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatian, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for cansumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturars' abllity to Innovate for their
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new praducts they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionaifty

If the FCC Issues a breadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV.capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dighal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jeftrey Widom

808 York Lane
Leesburg, VA 20175
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communicationg Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writihg to valce my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal televislon As a
consumer and cltizen, { taal strangly that such a poliey would ba bad for innovation, cersumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumear electronias must be rooted In manutacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng maevie atudios to veta featurea of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, { would actually be leas likely to maka an Investment in DTV-capable recelvars
and other equipment | will not pay more for davices that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywoad Please do hot mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Kelth Menard
15110 Newport Ave
Omaha, NE 88118
USA




Alan Fink
600 Margarita Avenue
Coronado, CA 92118
Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag 1s neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restmet my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place~to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use comntent in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like T1Vo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using mexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Alan Fink
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Friday, October 17 2003

Commissioner Michaet ). Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today’s
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new dlgltal equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Alfen Brooks

204 Westhaven Drive
Austin, TX 78746
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October 17, 2003

Commussioner Michgel J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digntal
television. As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumes
nghts, and the ultimate adophon of DTV,

A robust, compeunve market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me bewng charged more money for infenor
functonality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and ather equipment, I wll not pay more for devices that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptal telemsion. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

Seth Buckley

5226 Little Sandy Dnive
Ralesgh, NC 27616
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Mlchael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my apposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a

conaumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad tor innovation, consumer Fghts, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competithve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturera' ablitty ¢ Inhovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studles to tell technologists
what new products thay can ¢reate This will resuit in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could reault |n me being charged more money for Inferior functionallty

It tha FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lesa ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipmant | will not pay more for devicas that limit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

matthew stecker

801 Wickfleld Road
Wynnewood, PA 19096
USA




Joseph Sanders
44535 200th Lane NE
Wyoming, MN 55092
Conumissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commnussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school foothall game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to dligital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A pretuer
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

I currenty have a te—tuner card in miy PC and enjoy watching/recording programs that I can then share
replays of with the rest of my family. Please do not allow such entertaining activities to become unavailable as
the country moves to digital broadcasting.

Thank You

Sincerely,

Joseph Sanders
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October 17, 2003

Commissicner Michae! J Copps
Federal Communlications Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppaosition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadcast flag” technotogy for digital television As a

cohsurmer and citizen, | feel strengly that such e policy would be bed for innovation, conaumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer alectronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new praducts they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for [nferlor functicnality

If the FCC lssues & broadcast flag mandats, | would actuslly be less likely to make ah Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment | wili not pay more for devices that limit my righta at tha behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Benjamin Grimm
17380 Fireslde Lane
Farmington, MN 55024
usa
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October 17, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street, NUW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Capps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen., I fee)

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted 1in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto f{eatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tinme

Sincerely,

Andrew Lattais

16516 Taunton Vale Rd
Louisville., KY 40245
USh
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Qctober 17, 2003

Commisgsioner Michaal J Copps
Faderal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Strest, NW

Washingtan, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

My name ls WIl Rlsenhoover, | work forty hours a week at a regular Job, enjoy watching TV and | am writing to volice my
opposltion to any FCC~-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television As a consumer and chizen, |

fzel strongly that such a polley could pramote censarship and would ba bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoptlon of DTV

A rabust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate far thelr
customers, not forcing consumers to conform an arbltrary scheme that dilutes their freedom to choose and freeze out
advancement Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly refiect what conaumers
llke me actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for inferlor functionaltty

I the FCC Igsues a broadcast flag mandata, | would actuaily be less likely to make an [nvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television

Thank you for your time
Sincerely,

Wiillam Risenhoover
9312 Halter Court

Bakersfleid, CA 93307
USA
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October 17, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Comnission
445 12th Street. HU

Washingtom. D © 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag"” technology for digital television &as a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
mnanufacturers’' ability to i1nnovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-—capable receavers and other squipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Scott Bruce

2422 Ridge Rd
Berlkeley. CA 94709
Ush
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Oectober 17, 2003

Commussioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am woiting to voice my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digytal
television. As 4 consumer and cihzen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
nights, and the uttimate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competihive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ablity to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movwie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall cesult in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charped more money for infenor
functonahty.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to make an mvestment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ wll niot pay more for devices that it my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Nathan Machula

912 21st Ave S Apt 216
Minneapohs, MN 55404
USA




